
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313*1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


10/623,476 


07/18/2003 


George Blaisdell 


12927.15US01 


4568 



23552 7590 12/20/2005 

MERCHANT & GOULD PC 
P.O. BOX 2903 

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402-0903 



EXAMINER 



VASUDEVA, AJAY 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



3617 

DATE MAILED: 12/20/2005 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

10/623,476 


Applicant(s) 
BLAISDELL ET AL 


Examiner 

Ajay Vasudeva 


Art Unit 

3617 





The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 
New Rejection 

1 . Due to a reconsideration of the previously allowed claims in view of newly discovered 
art, this Office Action contains a non-final rejection based on new grounds. Therefore, the 
finality of the previous Office action is being withdrawn. The examiner regrets the resulting 
inconvenience caused to the applicants and their representative. 

Specification 

2. In the abstract (line 5), after "toilet can be", change "slide" to - slid -. 



Claim Objections 

3. The following changes are recommended to place Claims 16 and 33 in better form: 
In claim 16 . 

• On line 9, after "structure define an", insert - expanded --. 

• On line 1 1 , after "located adjacent to the", insert - expanded --. 

• On line 1 1 , after "located adjacent to the interior 1 ', delete "of the privacy enclosure 
arrangement". 

• On line 13, after "between the storage compartment and the", insert - expanded --. 

• On line 13, after "between the storage compartment and the interior", delete "of the 
privacy enclosure arrangement" 

Similar changes are requested for claim 33 . 

Note: The above changes were discussed with, and agreed to, by applicants 
representative during an interview with the examiner. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 16 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson (US 6,302,475 B1) in view of Maieli et al. (US 5,673,962 A). 

Anderson shows a recreational vehicle [10] having an enclosure with a rigid outer wall 
structure [18, 66] that expands to an expanded configuration in a first direction and then a 
second perpendicular direction (see abstract; and fig. 2). The enclosure and a base [36] 
together define an interior when the rigid outer wall structure is in the expanded configuration. 

Anderson, however, does not show a storage compartment located adjacent the interior, 
or a toilet that is moveable between the storage compartment and the interior. 

Maieli et al. shows an auxiliary toilet arrangement for a recreational vehicle (col. 4, lines 
23-37). The arrangement comprises a portable toilet placed in a storage compartment [14], 
wherein the storage compartment is located adjacent an interior of the vehicle. 

It would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
provide an auxiliary toilet with a storage compartment in the vehicle of Anderson, as taught by 
Maieli et al. Having such an arrangement in addition to an existing toilet of the vehicle would 
have provided a reserve toilet in the event the existing toilet of the vehicle was rendered 
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unusable. Having such an arrangement would have also provided a toilet that was easily 
accessible from the exterior of the vehicle. 

The limitation "a toilet moveable" has been interpreted to mean a "toilet that is 
capable of moving". Applicants may note that the toilet, being portable , is considered as capable 
of being moved - and therefore moveable - between the storage compartment and the interior 
of the vehicle. 

Applicants may also note that a portable toilet is considered usable both inside as well 
as outside the vehicle. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 16 and 33 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Interview 

7. The examiner greatly appreciates the effort made by applicants' representative, Ms. 
Karen Fitzsimmons, during interviews with the examiner on Dec. 12 and 16, 2005, to advance 
the prosecution. Unfortunately, no specific agreement could be reached at the time of this Office 
action because it was felt that the new reference should be made of record. However, the 
examiner is open to discussing an examiner's amendment toward an allowance if the applicants 
prefer to submit a draft amendment via email. 



Conclusion 

8. This is a Non-Final Office action. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ajay Vasudeva whose telephone number is (571) 272-6689. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 12:00 ~ 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, S. Joe Morano can be reached on (571) 272-6684. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ajay Vasudeva 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3617 




